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Or, how I went from …
OA – HOORAY !

TO:

Q: What is “open access”?
A: There are two schools of
thought now engaged in a
sometimes bitter disagreement.

School #1 = “Gratis OA”

“Open access” means free to access, use, and
store, with no purchase, fees, or registration
required.
(Owner retains copyright and control
over re-use.)

School #2 = “Libre OA”
“Open access” means all the above plus:
Freedom to re-use, modify, re-distribute, repackage, make derivative works, etc.
(Owner retains “copyright” but grants a
Creative Commons license that permits
all other uses subject only to attribution
requirement.)

Creative Commons licenses

BY = must credit original authors
NC = non-commercial uses only (though what
exactly is included/prohibited is unclear).
SA = share alike: subsequent re-uses must apply
same CC license

creativecommons.org
A Massachusetts-chartered 501(c)(3) tax-exempt
charitable corporation, founded in 2001, with
approximately $3.5 million operating budget &
$5 million in assets.
Develops usage licenses to apply to everything from
software, to film, to publications, and all types of
intellectual property.

So, “Gratis” or “Libre” ?
In my view, they are both “open access” even
though some advocates say “gratis” is not OA
enough.

But that’s not all:

There are 2 recognized
business models of OA

Green OA (nobody pays)
or

Gold OA (author pays)
Obviously, publishers prefer
a model where somebody pays.

Most leading Open Access journals will be
• Libre OA (Creative Commons licensed)
• Gold OA (author pays model)
“article processing fees” range from $500 to $4,000
• PLOS (Public Library of Science)
• BMC (BioMed Central [Springer])
• Hindawi

The whole journal is OA.
This is an OK deal, if you can afford it.

However,
Some commercial publishers (Wiley, Sage, etc.)
offer a “hybrid” OA model, where only some
articles (whose authors pay an extra fee) are
open access. Most of the journal is toll-access,
and the OA articles are usually not CC-licensed
or “libre” OA.
I don’t think this is a good deal at all.

And there are also
Green OA journals,
which do not charge “processing fees”
Usually published by departments, libraries, societies, etc.

See DOAJ -- Directory of Open Access Journals
www.doaj.org/
8,000+ journals (gold + green)
Quality-controlled & peer-reviewed

920 OA journals in Technology & Engineering

So,
“Open-Access” doesn’t necessarily mean
“low-quality”
any more than

“Subscription Access” necessarily means
“high quality”

“Open-Access” does mean
•
•
•
•
•
•

Easily and widely disseminated
More often seen
More often downloaded
More available in developing world
More often cited
More visits and visitors

Part 2:

Institutional Repositories

Svalbard Global Seed Vault

The Open Access Club
Institutional repositories
& Libraries

Open Access Scholarly Publishers Association
Scholarly Publishing and Academic Resources Coalition
Creative Commons Inc.
Coalition of Open Access Repositories
For-Profit Publishers (Wiley, Sage, Springer, Oxford UP)

“From now on, Open Access means CC-BY.”
Heather Joseph, SPARC Repositories Meeting,
Kansas City, March 2012

“It is about time to stop calling anything Open
Access that is not covered by CC-BY, CC-zero, or
equivalent.”
Jan Velterop (Elsevier, Springer, BMC, & AQnowledge),
LIBLICENSE listserve, March 2012

From openaccessweek.org
“What Is Open Access?
Open Access is a growing international movement that
uses the Internet to throw open the locked doors that
once hid knowledge. Encouraging the unrestricted
sharing of research results with everyone, the Open
Access movement is gaining ever more momentum
around the world as research funders and policy makers
put their weight behind it.”
(So Open Access is defined as a social movement, not as an attribute of a document or
distribution site.)

Some OA Week Propaganda
“OA archives or repositories do not perform peer review, but simply make
their contents freely available to the world. They may contain unrefereed
preprints, refereed postprints, or both.
Archives may belong to institutions, such as universities and laboratories, or
disciplines, such as physics and economics.
Authors may archive their preprints without anyone else’s permission, and a
majority of journals already permit authors to archive their postprints. . . .
There is now open-source software for building and maintaining OAIcompliant archives and worldwide momentum for using it. The costs of an
archive are negligible: some server space and a fraction of the time of a
technician.”
Peter Suber, A Very Brief Introduction to Open Access
{ Condescension meter: over 9000 }

Anyone who manages a sizeable repository will recognize that these statements
are partially or completely inaccurate.

So, “Open Access”
• is better than toll-access or no access.
• as a “movement” is rather fuzzy about its aims
and means.
• sometimes seems to be former bad actors
condemning their former bad actions and
expecting our trust and support now that
they’ve “seen the light” (in one product line).

We have supported and promoted
“open access” for 8 years
• 47,500 documents put online as “gratis” openaccess
• 14.3 million downloads furnished to 200+
countries worldwide
• 20,000+ authors represented
• 20+ journals originated or archived

But because:
•

Most items in our repository are copyright © by their original
authors/creators or by the publishers to whom those rights have been
transferred.

•

Inclusion in our open-access online repository does not alter the copyright
status of any document.

•

The holders of copyright control the rights to further re-use of the
materials.

•

Users are free to download, save, and print materials found here for their
own use. With some exceptions, users should not re-publish, re-post, or
redistribute materials without permission of the holders of copyrights.

We are not considered “open access.”

How does that make you feel ?

Yikes !

So, Open Access Week --
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Abstract
How the author went from “OA—Hooray” to “meh.” There are 2 kinds of
“open access”: gratis vs. libre. Publishers and membership organizations
disrespect gratis because it does not use CC license to convey unlimited reuse rights. Institutional repositories hold many types of materials under many
different permission or license terms, and cannot automatically convey re-use
rights they do not control. The promoters of Open Access Week tend to gloss
over their re-use stipulations and adopt a Gold OA publisher approach to
access in the name of a “good cause.” While open access is undoubtedly
better than toll-access or no access, those who have labored in the vineyard
for a number of years but now find themselves excluded by the radical “CC-BY
or nothing” wing can be excused for opting out of the fluffy celebrations and
self-congratulations. Our philosophy is we support the authors and work for
the widest dissemination of their work; we don’t support paying publishers to
ransom back content, and we don’t believe the world needs unlimited rights
to re-distribute or re-use authors’ works without permission.

